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M’hcc of these people.” he re- 
,’pnn«ity said, adding that 

women police trainee- sh- u'd . / 

•be reqt;irt*d to drini-nimt-.- 
phystca) protve^r tiv doing, 
"r^rnimt' wtrrches rather nanj 
p.is^-ups, for wtiirh their 
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U $kil»fu!ly” he said, “thev 
wormtMl the^r way into all 
IevcN of Gov«*'i mern bureauc- 
racy." Where they ‘fed them- 
•elves on the tax dollars of u*. 
all vrtdfe they Hijx tsed programa 
to cure all social Ills." 

Such programs rawed, Mi 
Tultey went on. !n mirl because 
“they nad an enormoun amount 
of help from selfish politi Wns" 
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I he F.H.l officlni also as- 
sailed the v:\sa madia, “who) 
have themselves up as judge 
»i:d jory.of is all. n th^ Federal] 
Gove r nment, which he *uud Iiao’i 
imeorne 'a capt've of the presaj 
and sptc.al interest froups'*; 
and elected offitiots, who were; 
guilty "of oov/ardlce, maCHon"! 
or a 'te. ; d r P to “win the election! 
at any expense." 

The men emigre* M.mal in- 
vestigations of uhe Central In- 
telligence Agency. Mr. Tulley’ 
said, were promoted M by pollti-j 
clans whose only interest lav 
n neraonsl exposure or CBS| 
News, hotieful of ohtainiiig the! 
'nece?»TV publicity that one* 
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The Hoover Legacy 

Tal about the F.B.l. <till tenas t :• cai.u • w 
legft' y of J. c.Uqir IlOuVfi'. Bui c*\i'ap% for rjv t* 
lt^a» burglaries and w.ret ps, nh hmifed in:orini,< n 
lias cjme to light about tlic »nu the attitude^ 

that .emain from the late Director'* cm. A few wee’ts 
a \x , howsver. Edwird J. Tulley, an instructor at. tr.« 
bureau's ixainitig academy at Qii.t .'-o, v ; ^ 
sprech to the association of Louisiana sheriffs which 
provided some insights into the Hoover legacy 

Mr. Tulley’s speech was important not iust because 
of its florid rhetoric and startling Tdeas — he called, tor 
example, for a “warrior class’* of Uw enforcement of- 
ficers to "cry the battle alarm” against those “who 
demean our heritage by their mindless control of our 
lives"— but because as trainer r.f new agents be is 
* purveyor of values. 

Mr. Tulley nf.trihutcd the bureau's T . : '.*s to ‘buiea :- 
cra f . .viio have, b^en h'inu,? the»r kmvir'i l^r the . B*L 
autopsy for the last 20 years'* an.l in tlu- "new‘ ir>- 
tclligenuia . . . who are educated re y,. .1 their capacity 
to learn." Describing the role he thinks ths “warrior 
c l a5S ” — the police — should play ir this society, Lu. 
Tulley argued that Gie problem of err? would no*: fct 
solved by tne intelligentsia ‘whose continued assault 
on constitutional matters ha? given them more and 
.more freedom to practice life style.? which make Sodom 
and Gomorrah pale by comparison," but rather by mem- 
bers of the law enforcement community. It is they, the 
police, who "must make proper attitudes dominate (and] 
must rout out from all levels of government those bu- 
reaucrats whose lack of understands it brought us to the 
point where we are today.” 

The speech speaks for itself, but die question needs 
to be asked. For whom does Mr. Tulley speak? In ap^ 
pairing as an F.B.l. official on a public platform ani 
calling for whar can onlv be viewed :•$ a police sutr., 
he dearly is not proven linj-: the oCVi^i m:aitioji of t'v* 
bureau or of i r s director, Clarence M. Keiiey. Eut is 
such a distinction Je»f to his HsUiisra *n Louisiana 
and to his studerji m Quanrico? It in n question that, 
can not be ignored by Mr. Kelley and 1 s new Uacn 
he deals with the F.B t.’s past and lutui ^ 
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